z8             PROBLEM OF TYPES IN HISTOKY
the collective attitude prevents the understanding and
estimation of a psychology which differs from that of
the subject, because the mind that is collectively orientated
is quite incapable of thinking and feeling in any other
way than by projection. What we understand by the
concept 'individual* is a relatively recent acquisition in
the history of the human mind and human culture* It
is no wonder, therefore, that the earlier all-powerful
collective attitude almost entirely prevented nn objective
psychological estimation of individual differences, and for-
bade any general scientific objectification of individual
psychological processes. It was owing to this very lack
of psychological thinking that knowledge became * psycho-
logized', i.e. crowded with projected psychology. Striking
instances of this are to be seen in the first attempts at
a philosophical explanation of the universe* The develop-
ment of individuality, with the resulting psychological
differentiation of man, goes hand in hand with a de-
psychologizing of objective science.
These reflections may explain why the springs of
objective psychology have such a niggardly flow in the
material handed down to us from antiquity* The descrip-
tion of the four temperaments gathered from antiquity
is hardly a psychological typification, since the tempera-
ments are scarcely more than psycho * physiologic*!
complexions. But this lack of information does not
mean that we possess no trace in classical literature of
the reality of the psychological antitheses in question.
Thus Gnostic philosophy established three types,
corresponding perhaps with the three basic psychological
functions: thinking*, feeling, and sinsatien. The Pneumatic!
might correspond with thinking, the Psychic! with feeling
and the Hylici with sensation, The inferior estimation
of the Psychic! accorded with the spirit of the Gnosis,
which in contrast with Christianity insisted upon the